'Antipredator aggression has often been considered in relation to other forms of antipredator behaviour . . . but rarely in connection with other forms of aggression ' (Archer 1988, page 41) .
Following Maynard Smith & Price's (1973) original application of game theoretic models to intraspecific animal contests, the study of animal conflict experienced a surge of theoretical and empirical attention matched by few other topics in animal behaviour. The subsequent two-decade-long debate spawned by the game theoretic approach revolutionized our understanding of animal conflict and the role of natural selection in animal behaviour in general. Meanwhile, advancement of our understanding of conflict between predator and prey lagged far behind (Archer 1988; Lima & Dill 1990) , in part because this field lacked a similar controversial maypole for its proponents to rally around. One possible source of theoretical advancement is to borrow from the conceptual framework developed for intraspecific conflict and apply it, where appropriate, to interspecific conflict between predator and prey, but few authors have made such an attempt (but see Rowe & Owings 1978; Owings & Loughry 1985; Helfman 1989 for implicit influence from intraspecific conflict; and Huntingford 1976 for an early explicit attempt to link the two forms of aggression). It might be argued that conflict between predator and prey species differs from intraspecific conflict in that predators are capable of killing their opponents, whereas intraspecific conflict is rarely fatal. However, adult prey species defending against predators of their young might not risk fatality in confronting these predators (review in Hennessy 1986) and, moreover, instances of fatal contests between members of the same species are not uncommon
